Kee Friends Service@ommittee 


INCORPORATED 
NORTHERN CALIFORNIA REGIONAL OFFICE 
1830 Sutter Street 


San Francisco 15, California 


NATIONAL OFFICE REGIONAL OFFICE 
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA Wm. Allen Longshore, Jr., Chairman 

Henry Cadbury, Chairman Telephone, WEst 1-1825 Fred Fellow, Treasurer 
Lewis Hoskins, Executive Secretary Stephen Thiermann, Executive Secretary 


FARM LABOR PROJECT 
Route 4, Box 118-X 
ISALILA, CALIFORNIA 


February 20, 1958 


Henry Anderson 
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Claremont, Calif. 


Dear Hanks: 


I was sorry to miss you when you were here the other day, for I had 
several questions I would like to have discussed with you. 


From several sources comes information to this effect, that the men 
entering the United States from Mexico have an incidence of venereal 
disease of less than 3%, but when returning to Mexico the incidence 
is almost 0%. Do you have any information on the actual situation? 


The Service Committee is contemplating putting a man in the field to 
work in the bracero camps. His responsibility would be to help the 
men with literacy classes in both English and Spanish, recreation 
programs, and their adjustment to the American culture. The idea is 
to return to them some of the hospitality which they have shown by 
coming to "save our crops". 


Of course the success of such a program would depend largely upon the 

acceptance of the idea by the growers. We have attempted to get lists 
of growers from the Farm Placement Service without success. I wonder 

if you could supply us with names and addresses of users of braceros? 

How have you made your contacts? Do you have any suggestions to make 

concerning the role which the Service Committee might play? 


Sincerely, 


BALO 


Bard McAllister 
BlicA:o0 


) 
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Regional Office for Northern California, Nevada and Utah 


February 25, 1958 
670 Dome Avenue, 
Claremont, Calif. 


Dear Bard, 


I am enclosing some of my research findings which you may find 
interesting. A few comments may be in order. 


(1) I am omitting the Spanish end English versions of the questton- 
naire employed in interviews with braceros. 

(2) Table 2: these figures are not available in this form else- 
where, so far as I know. I once asked Ernesto Galarza how much the U.S. 
taxpayers had shelled out for the bracero program, and he estimated 
$30,000,000. He was altogether too modest. The 1943-197 data include 
costs’ of medical care, transportation, feeding, etc., which were borne by 
the U.S. Government at that time. 19521958 daa include only rents and 
salaries. (Salaries of top administators, such as Regional Bureau of 
Employment Security directors, and Washington officials, are not included, 
however.) You will often hear that expenses of the bracero program are 
in the long run borne by growers who contribute to a "revolving fund." 

This fund only applies to transportation and feeding. It covers none of 
the costs covered in this table. 

(3) Tables 7 and 8 raise a point which I have not encountered 
elsewhere, but which may be worthy of mention. When it comes time to assign 
responsibility for the existence of That Program, let us not forget the 
role of the creat, faceless, consuming public. Through its food tastes, 
jt has a good deal to say about how many casual laborers are required on 
U.S. farms. I do not suggest that we return to the starch diet of 50 years 
ago. Nor do I suggest that the word "blame" be employed here. I suggest 
only the concept of "responsibility." John and Jane Doe, who love their 
fruits and vegetables, ought to know at what human price those foodstuffs 
reach their table. Once given this information, I believe Mr. and Mrs. Doe 
will respond. I think they prove as anxious as you or I too see that 
indecency and inequity are cleansed from their produce. 

(uh) I am not sufficiently competent in agricultural economics to 
interpret Table 11 fully, but from my ley point of view, it looks as though 
the #1 villain of this piece, if villain there be, is the middleman. It 
appears that under existing arrangements, the grower is squeezed mercilessly 
by wholesalers and canneries. 

(S) Teble 17: these figures should be updated, but it is impossible to 
get anything from the Mexican Government save a cloying web of self-praise 
and self-deception. 
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(6) Table 19: The Department of Labor never gives out anything but 
figures on original contracts issued. (hh5,000 in 1956.) Do not be misled. 
A meaningful figure mst include, at the very least, recontracts as well <- 
i.e., the men who are shifted to another employer. This boosts the total 
by 10%. In my judgment, the total should also include extensions of con= 
tracts, most of which are for longer periods than the original contracts. 
They boost the total by some 78% in California =< to more than 278,000 in 
1957. 

(7) Table 2h: since I gathered these data, 1 have come across some 
even more intriguing data in the Sacramento files of the Farm Placement 
Service. On the basis of D.E. 881 reports from Farm Placement Representa- 
tives in the field, it appears that braceros made up the following percen- 
tages of the transient farm labor force in selected months of 1957: 

Month Percentage 
February 

March 

April 

May 

July 

September : 

Since these are substantially higher percentages than those I have 
calculated on the basis of the data issued the public by F.P.S., I gather 
that a different definiti6n of seasonal farm labor is used by Farm 
Placement Representatives in making up their D.E. 881 reports. In any 
event, Califomia agriculture is much more dependent upon braceros than 
you would conclude from statements to the press, and to congressional 
inquiries, by Mr. Hayes and his friends. (Small "f.") 

(8) Table 26: I dug these figures out of the archives in Sacramento, 
end I think they are not available elsewhere, They show that over-all 
statistics, such as those directly above, mask the complete dominance by 
braceros of many important crops in many important agricultural areas of 
California. The percentage of braceros runs over 95% in a number of 
instances, and it might just as well read 100%, since the remaining handful 
in these instances are domestics employed as foremen and "pushers." On 
the othershand, bracerés make up a relatively small proportion of the 
labor force in Kern, Kings, Tulare, and Fresno Counties. (The proportion 
that is required to induce a chaotic labor ihabket is the important point; 
unfortunately, one I am not qualified to go into.) 

(9) Table 27: an Area Supervisor of the State Division of Housing 
tells me it is his guess that more than 90% of these camps are farm labor 
camps (the rest being railroad and lumbering cams, etc.), and that apprac- 

imately 90% of all farm labor camps are bracero camps. This would amount 
to something over 5,600 bracero camps in California which are known to 
“ivision of Housing inspectors. With regard to bracero camps which are 
not known to the authorities, I have some quotes from Division of Housing 
representatives which you might be interested in seeing some time. 

(10) Table 28: isn't worth the paper it's dittoed on. 

(11) Table 30 and 31: I can't stress too strongly that these data <= 
specifically, the data from the company which writes bracero health insurance << 
are not for distribution. Not yet. 

(12) Table 39 and BO: some wage trend data culled from Mr. Hayes? 
weekly farm labor reports. I am particularly fond of Table 39, which covers 
the fifteen year period of the bracero program, and which is not available 
elsewhere. (Table 0 is based on Harvey Richards' slides.) 


(13) Table hl: this is pretty volatile stuff. I am going to have to 
ask you to keep it confidential for the time being, although on the face of 
it, it would séem to be information which should be in the public domain. 
Parenthetically, I might note my impression that the estimates of unemployment 
among domestic farm workers aren't worth a great deal. These estimates are 
by Farm Placement Representatives who are naturally at some pains to 
demonstrate that this is the best of all possible worlds. They are guesses 
at best, and the temptation must be irresistible to err on the side of 
underreporting domestic farm unemployment. 

(1h) Tables’9, 50, and 51: I am not fully satisfied with these 
price-spread data, since California exerience may /be substantially different 
from general U.S, experience. On the basis of data now in hand, however, 

I am emboldened to feel that a just increase in the wages of casual farm 
workers += say, 100% -- need create barely a ripple in the cost of living 
of the consumer, The problem is how to pass the increase along the line 
from consumer to worker without it being blown out of all proportion by 

the variety of interested parties through whose hands it would have to pass 
under existing arrangements. Perhaps I should say that the problem is how 
to alter these existing arrangements. 


I am sorry to have to ask you to deal with these materials circun- 
spectly, Bard, but I fear I mst. Nothing would please me more than seeing 
them flying from every masthead, for goodness knavs I have as much pride 
of authorship asthe next fellow. But if this were done, whatever usefulness 
I may have would be brought to anend. I am largely dependent upon the 
indulgences of assprted powers that be for the continued prosecution of 
my researches. I don't relish the ¢loak-and-dagger game, and am probably 
pretty clumsy at it. But the ground rules are laid dow by. my playmates. 


Therefore, please avoid circulating the material -- such as that in 
Tables 30, 31, and 1 =» which would readily be linked with me by the 
powers. The rest of the data are from public documents of one sort or 
another. All I've done is pull the stuff out and arrange it. You may use 
this shaff in any way you like. But even here, please don't use my ‘name. 


¢ 


if you have any questions or comments concerning the enclosed 
materials, or the points I have raised in this letter -- phd I hope very 
much that you will «= please let,|me have them. 

Under separate cover, I am returning your slides. It took two weeks 
to have the copies made. Hope you weren't unduly inconvénienced. Everyone 
who sees them is impressed. By the way, have you heard that Harvey Richards 
has mace a swing through the Deep South and made up similar sets concerning 
the sharecroppers and tenant farmers down there? As an old Georgian, I 
imagine you're interested... 


Best personal regards to you and your wife. 


Cordially, 


Henry Anderson 
Forgot to call your attention to Figure #, which may be of ‘special interest 
to you. It shows graphically that there are several important crops in which 


relatively stable numbers of braceros are employed almost the whole year 
around. Why couldn't those jobs be filled by domestics? You answer 


that one. 
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March 7, 1958 
Henry P. Anderson 
670 Doane Avenue 
Chremont, Calif. 


Dear Hank: 


Let me start off by thanking you for your magnum opus which, I must admit, 
I have not had a chance to sit down to; but from my casual perusal I know 
that it contains a fund of exceedingly valuable material. 


We have a projected program of working with braceros in their camps on a 
personal basis, thinking primarily of helping the men meet some of their 
desires for education and recreation. One of the real reasons for getting 
into this program is for having closer contact with it to get some first 
hand knowledge of the problem. 


In attempting to get materials to substantiate the need for such a program, 
we have run into some obstacles which help us understand the reasons for 
your caution in using Tables 30, 31 & 1. I can assure you that we will 
not violate your trust in this matter. Perhaps you would have some sugges— 
tions which we might incorporate in our proposed project; I am enclosing 
a copy of the prospectus -- we would appreciate your critical evaluation. 


The slides were returned in good order, I hope they were of some value to 
youe The accompanying title sheets have not yet been returned, I am 
wondering if they were mailed or perhaps they have not yet found their way 
out from that pile of stuff on your desk! 


It is good to know that Harvey Richards has made a photographic study of 
share croppers and tenant farmers in the deep south. The next time I am 
in the Bay Area I shall try to contfact him with the hope of getting to 
see these slides. 


I have been watching the periodicals -- hoping to see a report on the 
bracero program by one Henry P. Anderson or some pseudonym. The need for 
such an article is becoming greater every day and with our recession coming 
it seems to me even more imperative that a story such as you could write 
should reach the general public. 


Sincerely, 


Dale c) 


Bard McAllister 
Regional Office for Northern California, Nevada and Utah 
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July 8, 1958 


Henry Anderson 
670 Doane Avenue 
Claremont, Calif. 


Dear rank: 


I was in Edward i’. Hayes's office the other day discussing the subtle 
effects of Public Law 78 on the domestic worker. As I got up to leave 

he asked me if I had read your "Social Justice & Foreign Contract Labor". 
He became very belligerent in tone and expression and stated that you 
would have to make an accounting to his of fice and the Department of Labor 
for the charges you made. 


Perhaps he nas already contacted you and you are now in the process of 
confirming your statements. At least I thought I should let you know what 
was in the wind. Tsis flare up may be very detrimental to your study; 
however, I hope that Hayes et al have the wisdom to handle it without 
tying it part and parcel to your public heal Wis research. I can also see 
some very valuable results in pointing out to all parties how difficult 

it is to administrate, with justice, a program which is basically evil. 

A mewber of our Committee who is in favor of the bracero program has often 
said that the surest way to kill it was to insist upon rigid compliance . 
The kind of information which you have will probably help toward this end. 
If you find it necessary to document the statements you made in "Social 
Justice", 1 trust you will make it available to the general public as well 
as to the federal and state officials. 


During the same interview Hayes indicated that the Service Committee could 
never nave any effect on the farm labor problem vecause of "tne company 
they keep". un tne 17th of July a committee is going to call upon hin to 
try to impress upon him the fact that if a solution is to be found to me 
farm Labor proolel, representatives from all points of view must sit down. 
I don't know that this session will have any real effect, but I hope it 
will let him know there are citizens who fecl that there are more people 
involved in the problem of farm labor than just the grower 


‘neerely 3 


coc 


—PpALCS 


Rard «cAllister 


Regional Office for Northern Calijornia, Nevada and Utah 
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